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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


This  report  presents  the  results  of  a  mail-out  questionnaire  survey  of  509  resident  big 
game  hunters  which  was  implemented  during  March  1993.  Hunters  were  selected  (simple 
random  sampling)  from  holders  of  1992  Wildlife  Certificates  who  held  any  of  the  resident 
big  game  licences  available.  Survey  objectives  were  to  gain  information  on  hunting  activities 
and  approaches,  and  hunters'  attitudes  toward  a  variety  of  issues,  including  their  preferences 
in  hunting  management.  Completed  questionnaires  were  returned  by  86%  of  recipients. 
Big  game  hunters  were  primarily  middle-aged  (mean  =  39.4  years)  and  had  extensive 
hunting  experience  (mean  =  18.1  years  in  total,  15.9  years  in  Alberta),  especially  so  for 
moose  and  elk  hunters.  The  most  sought-after  big  game  species,  in  descending  order,  were 
moose,  white-tailed  deer,  elk  and  mule  deer.  Most  respondents  (78%)  hunted  big  game 
exclusively  with  firearms,  and  over  half  (59%)  had  used  off-highway  vehicles  (OHVs)  for 
big  game  hunts  in  the  past  5  years,  although  relatively  few  (25%)  relied  on  OHVs  for  all  or 
most  of  their  hunts.  OHV  users  regarded  their  machines  as  most  important  for  hauling  out 
carcasses.  Attitudes  toward  restrictions  on  OHVs  for  hunting  purposes  typically  varied 
between  OHV  users  and  other  hunters.  The  use  of  horses  for  big  game  hunts  was  relatively 
unimportant  to  the  vast  majority  of  respondents.  Although  most  respondents  (74%)  indicated 
that  their  hunts  were  planned  well  in  advance,  responses  by  the  remainder  indicated  that  they 
commonly  did  not  obtain  landowner  permission  prior  to  hunting  on  privately-owned  lands. 
A  majority  of  respondents  were  satisfied  with:  the  variety  of  big  game  licences  available 
(59%  satisfied);  the  existing  restrictions  on  the  maximum  licences  allowed  per  hunter  (55%); 
existing  approaches  to  hunting  with  both  muzzle  loaders  (89%)  and  bows  (67%);  the  1992 
"Guide  to  Big  Game  Hunting"  (73%  liked  it  or  were  neutral  in  opinion);  existing  regulations 
on  Sunday  hunting  (65%);  the  (selective)  use  of  Road  Corridor  Wildlife  Sanctuaries  (82%); 
and  allowing  use  of  horses  (for  hunting)  in  some  areas  where  OHVs  are  disallowed  (59%). 
On  the  other  hand,  most  respondents  were  dissatisfied  or  disapproving  of  the  existing 
<.  10%  allocation  of  big  game  harvests  to  outfitter  guides,  as  well  as  existing  fees  for 
resident  hunting  licences  (55-58%  of  respondents  regarded  these  to  be  too  high,  in  each 
case).  Moreover,  responses  to  preferred  methods  for  reducing  harvests  indicate  some  re- 
thinking may  be  appropriate  (most  preferred  were  size  restrictions,  limited-entry  draws,  and 
restricting  numbers  of  licences  held  by  individual  hunters).  In  addition,  most  respondents 
(52%)  thought  that  restrictions  on  the  discharge  of  firearms  from  roads,  by  big  game  hunters, 
should  be  extended  throughout  the  province,  and  most  (64%)  favoured  compulsory  reporting 
of  big  game  harvest  results  by  all  hunters.  Respondents  who  were  members  of  the  Alberta 
Fish  and  Game  Association  (AFGA)  were  similar  to  non-member  respondents  in  nearly  all 
respects,  although  AFGA  members  had  more  hunting  experience,  were  more  likely  to  favour 
having  an  even  greater  diversity  of  hunting  licences  and  tended,  more  commonly,  to  have 
used  muzzle  loaders.  Other  information  on  hunting  issues  (e.g.,  compliance  with 
regulations,  access  to  private  lands)  is  also  included. 
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PREFACE 

This  report  includes  summaries  of  the  opinions  held  by  resident  big  game  hunters  on 
various  issues  that  concern  hunting,  as  well  as  their  preferences  in  hunting  management. 
Presentation  of  these  opinions  and  preferences  in  this  report  does  not  necessarily  mean  that 
either  the  authors  agree,  or  that  Fish  and  Wildlife  Services  agrees  with  the  preferences  and 
views  expressed  by  hunters. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Wildlife  management  agencies  are,  at  times,  hampered  by  the  lack  of  public 
involvement  in  formulating  management  objectives.  Large-scale  consultation  with  publics 
about  big  game  management  in  Alberta  has  been  essentially  lacking,  until  very  recently. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Services  initiated  a  series  of  questionnaire  surveys  of  resident  big 
game  hunters  in  1992.  Objectives  of  the  mail-out  surveys  were  to  obtain  information  on 
hunting  activities,  hunter  satisfaction  levels,  attitudes  and  opinions  on  various  issues  (e.g., 
game  trends  and  causative  factors,  use  of  off-highway  vehicles,  Sunday  hunting),  and 
preferences  in  hunting  management.  Survey  results  were  intended  to  be  used  to  guide 
hunting  management  in  the  1990's  and  beyond. 

Specific  surveys  of  hunters  of  the  most  "popular"  big  game  species  (as  determined  by 
licence  sales)  were  carried  out  in  1992  (moose,  elk)  and  1993  (white-tailed  deer,  mule  deer). 
Results  of  the  4  specific  surveys  are  presented  elsewhere  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992a,  1992b; 
Todd  and  McFetridge,  1993a,  1993b).  This  report  presents  results  of  a  fifth  survey,  which 
sampled  holders  of  all  the  big  game  hunting  licences  available  to  resident  hunters. 

METHODS 

A  46-item  questionnaire  (Appendix)  was  mailed  to  509  resident  big  game  hunters  on  2 
March  1993.  The  sample  size  was  chosen  to  ensure  a  margin-of-error  of  Ji  5%,  19  out  of 
20  times,  when  dealing  with  a  worst-case  scenario  (target  population  divided  50:50  in  favour 
of  and  against).  In  determining  the  sample  size  requirement,  we  assumed  a  response  rate  of 
75%  and  a  target  population  size  of  100  000  resident  hunters.  The  sample  of  resident 

1 


hunters  was  drawn  (simple  random  sampling)  from  holders  of  1992  Wildlife  Certificates  who 
held  any  of  the  resident  big  game  licences,  avoiding  duplication  which  would  stem  from 
multiple  licences  held  by  individual  certificate  holders.  The  sample  included  individuals  who 
purchased  a  licence  but  did  not  actually  hunt.  Up  to  2  follow-up  mailings  (9  Mar.,  23  Mar.) 
were  made  to  nonrespondents.  Otherwise,  Dillman's  (1978)  methods  were  employed. 

Data  analyses  were  performed  using  SAS  (6.04)  software  and  an  Olivetti  M300 
Personal  Computer. 

RESULTS 

Response  Rate  and  Data-entry  Errors 

Mail  questionnaires  were  returned  by  416  people,  yielding  a  response  rate  of  86% 
after  exclusion  of  non-deliverables  (n  =  24)  ^  Five  responses  were  received  too  late  to  be 
included  in  this  report. 

We  checked  1242  data  records  (27  randomly  selected  questionnaires  with  46  records 
each)  for  data-entry  errors.  The  error-rate  was  1.6%. 
Age  and  Experience  of  Big  Game  Hunters 

Among  the  survey  respondents  who  indicated  their  age  (n  =  410),  ages  ranged  from 
16  to  81;  the  median  and  mean  ages  were  38  and  39.4,  respectively.  The  numbers  of  years 
of  experience  hunting  big  game  in  total  (Alberta  and  elsewhere  combined)  and  in  Alberta 

^  Sample  size  shown  in  parentheses  (i.e.,  24  non-deliverables). 
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alone  (n  =  411  in  each  case)  both  ranged  from  1  to  65  and  averaged  18.1  (median  =  16 
years)  and  15.9  years  (median  =  15  years),  respectively. 
Preferences  and  Approaches  to  Big  Game  Hunting 

Most  Sought- After  Species.— Survey  respondents  listed  1179  usable  entries  when  asked 
to  name  the  3  big  game  species  (on  the  list  of  9  provided)  that  they  liked  to  hunt  most  (mean 
of  2.9/respondent).  All  9  species  were  listed  at  least  once,  although  white-tailed  deer 
(27.3%),  moose  (26.5%),  mule  deer  (20.9),  and  elk  (18.5)  were  predominant  (Table  1). 
These  same  4  species  also  predominated  when  most  important,  second-most  important,  and 
third-most  important  listings  were  considered  separately  (Table  1).  Moose  was  most 
frequently  listed  as  most  important  (40.4%  of  403  respondents).  We  derived  relative 
importance  scores  for  all  9  big  game  species  by  weighting  listings  of  first-most  important, 
second-most  important,  and  third-most  important  by  3,  2,  and  1  points,  respectively,  then 
summing  and  dividing  by  the  total  number  of  listings  (n  =  1179).  These  derived  scores 
indicated  that  the  moose  is  the  most  important  big  game  species  in  Alberta  (score  =  0.61, 
followed  by  white-tailed  deer  (score  =  0.54),  elk  (score  =  0.37)  and  mule  deer  (score  = 
0.36).  The  remaining  5  species  were  unimportant  (scores  <_  0.04  ~  Table  1). 

We  examined  years  of  hunting  experience  in  total  and  in  Alberta,  respectively,  in 
relation  to  the  Ist-most  important  big  game  species  for  the  4  most  sought-after  species.  Elk 
and  moose  hunters  were  more  experienced  (19.4  and  18.8  years  in  total,  16.7  years  in  each 
case  in  Alberta)  than  mule  deer  and  white-tailed  deer  hunters  (15.7  and  15.6  years  in  total, 
14.5  and  13.8  years  in  Alberta). 

Weapons  Used.-Of  409  respondents,  the  vast  majority  (320  or  78%)  hunted 
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exclusively  with  firearms,  while  85  respondents  (21%)  hunted  with  both  bow  and  arrow  and 
firearms,  and  4(1%)  hunted  exclusively  with  archery  equipment. 

The  choice  of  weapons  used  varied  somewhat  with  age  of  respondents.  The  average 
age  of  320  respondents  who  hunted  exclusively  with  firearms  was  40.3  (SE  =  0.77), 
whereas  those  who  hunted  with  both  bow  and  firearms  (n  =  84)  averaged  36. 1  years 
(SE  =  1.09),  and  full-time  bowhunters  (n  =  4)  averaged  32.5  years  (SE  =  2.53). 

Of  402  respondents  to  the  question  on  use  of  a  muzzle  loader  for  hunting  big  game  in 
Alberta  (see  Appendix,  question  25),  the  vast  majority  (95%  or  380  hunters)  indicated  they 
had  not  used  a  muzzle  loader  (20  hunters  had  used  one). 

Use  and  Importance  of  Off-highway  Vehicles. --Of  408  respondents,  over  half  (59%) 
had  used  off-highway  vehicles  (OHVs)  for  big  game  hunts  in  Alberta  in  the  past  5  years.  Of 
the  248  respondents  to  relative  use  of  OHVs  for  hunting  big  game,  a  plurality^  (38%) 
indicated  that  OHVs  were  used  for  very  few  of  their  hunts;  the  remaining  use  categories  each 
received  17-23%  of  responses.  When  the  relative  use  data  (which  represent  only  those  who 
had  used  OHVs  during  the  past  5  years)  are  interpreted  against  all  questionnaire  respondents 
(including  non-users  of  OHVs),  it  is  clear  that  only  about  25%  of  resident  big  game  hunters 
rely  on  OHVs  for  most  (n  =  58)  or  all  (n  =  42)  of  their  big  game  hunts.  Hunters  who 
reported  having  used  OHVs  (n  =  238)  were  somewhat  younger  (mean  age  =  38.3, 
SE  =  0.76)  than  those  who  did  not  (n  =  169,  mean  =  40.9,  SE  =  1.13). 


^"Plurality"  is  used  here  to  indicate  the  numerically  largest  category,  when  the  category  in 
question  is  not  more  than  half  the  total  number  of  all  respondents  (as  opposed  to  "majority"). 
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Of  the  6  hunting  activities  recognized  on  the  questionnaire  in  respect  to  use  of  OHVs 
(n  =  245-252  in  each  case),  OHVs  were  most  often  regarded  as  either  very  important  or 
essential  ("couldn't  do  without  it")  for  hauling  out  carcasses  (88%  of  respondents-Table  2), 
followed  by  "  to  get  back  away  from  other  hunters"  (57%),  "to  look  for  new  hunting  areas" 
(55%),  "to  move  hunting  camp  away  from  roads"  (54%),  "to  scout  hunting  area..."  (48%) 
and  "to  actively  search  for  animals"  (26%). 

Use  of  Horses. —Of  408  respondents,  a  very  large  majority  (81%)  had  not  used  horses 
for  big  game  hunts  in  Alberta  during  the  past  5  years.  Of  the  86  respondents  to  relative  use 
of  horses  for  big  game  hunts  over  the  past  5  years,  most  (n  =  46)  had  used  horses  for  very 
few  of  their  hunts,  followed  by  "quite  a  few"  (n  =  19),  "most  of  them"  (n  =  12),  and  "all 
of  them"  (n  =  7).  Hence,  the  use  of  horses  for  big  game  hunts  is,  at  present,  relatively 
unimportant  to  the  vast  majority  of  resident  big  game  hunters  in  Alberta.  Hunters  who  had 
used  horses  (n  =  78)  were  somewhat  younger  (mean  age  =  37,7,  SE  =  1.18)  than  those 
who  had  not  (n  =  322,  mean  =  39.8,  SE  =  0.75). 

Aspects  of  Land  Ownership  and  Permission.— Of  403  respondents  to  the  question  on 
the  typical  hunting  situation  (question  43-see  Appendix),  64  (16%)  indicated  that  they  hunted 
mostly  on  privately-owned  lands,  4  (1%)  hunted  mostly  on  leased  public  lands,  183  (45%) 
hunted  in  roughly  equal  amounts  on  private  lands,  leases  and  unoccupied  crown  lands,  and 
152  (38%)  hunted  mostly  on  unoccupied  crown  lands. 

Of  246  respondents  who  focussed  their  big  game  hunting  largely  on  privately-owned 
and/or  leased  public  lands  (i.e.,  the  first  3  answer  categories  on  question  43,  as  listed 
above),  a  large  majority  (74%)  indicated  that  they  planned  hunts  well  ahead  of  time  and 
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Table  2.       The  relative  importance  of  off-highway  vehicles  for  various  activities  associated 
with  big  game  hunting  during  the  last  5  years,  as  perceived  by  survey 
respondents  who  had  used  off-highway  vehicles  for  big  game  hunts  during  that 
period. 


 %  respondents  in  importance  category  

Sample         Not  at  all       Somewhat     Very  Essential 
Activity  size  important       important  important 


To  move  hunting  camp 

249 

26 

20 

25 

29 

To  search  for  animals 

245 

39 

35 

19 

7 

To  haul  out  carcasses 

252 

4 

8 

31 

57 

To  scout  hunting  area 

248 

23 

29 

34 

14 

To  look  for  new 

hunting  areas 

250 

18 

27 

36 

20 

To  get  back  away 
from  others 

248 

19 

24 

33 

25 
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obtained  landowner  or  leaseholder  permission  when  necessary.  Nevertheless,  60  respondents 
(24%)  indicated  that  they  got  permission  if  they  saw  the  landowner  in  the  hunting  area,  and  3 
(1  %)  indicated  that  they  usually  did  not  bother  with  permission.  Choice  of  these  latter 
answer  categories  indicates  that  there  is  a  continuing  need  for  programs  which  encourage 
hunters  to  respect  landowners  and  landowner  rights. 
Hunter  Attitudes 

Preferences  in  Hunting  Management. —Of  403  respondents  to  the  question  on  the 
variety  of  big  game  hunting  licences  available  to  residents,  31%  felt  the  licencing  should  be 
simplified,  59%  felt  the  number  of  licence  types  available  was  about  right,  and  10%  felt  the 
variety  of  licences  should  be  increased.  Thus,  the  majority  of  hunters  are  satisfied  with  the 
variety  of  resident  licences  available,  but  there  are  significant  numbers  of  individual  hunters 
who  clearly  want  simpler  licencing,  as  well  as  ones  who  want  an  even  greater  variety  of 
hunting  licences  to  be  provided. 

Of  401  respondents  to  the  question  on  existing  restrictions  on  maximum  licences 
allowed  per  hunter,  and  the  combinations  specified  (question  6~ Appendix),  69  hunters  (17%) 
disapproved  (strongly  =  28,  slightly  =  41),  110  (27%)  were  neutral  or  indifferent,  and  the 
majority  (55%)  approved  (strongly  =  114,  slightly  =  108).  Nevertheless,  46%  of  410 
respondents  wrote  in  suggestions  on  the  number,  type  and  combination  of  licences  available. 
Those  suggestions  have  not  been  categorized,  as  yet. 

Of  387  respondents  to  the  question  on  preferred  methods  of  reducing  harvests,  a  large 
majority  (70%)  indicated  that  they  preferred  "fewer  chances  to  hunt,  but  hunts  of  relatively 
high  quality  and  success",  whereas  30%  chose  "lots  of  chances  to  hunt,  but  more  hunters  and 
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relatively  low  success".  The  distribution  of  responses  to  preferred  methods  of  reducing 
harvests  varied  with  the  most  sought-after  species  (Chi-square  =  17.23,  7  d.f.,  P  =  0.016). 
For  example,  79%  of  hunters  who  most  preferred  to  hunt  mule  deer  (n  =  39)  and  white- 
tailed  deer  (n  =  91)  preferred  fewer  chances  to  hunt  (but  high  quality  hunts),  as  did  76%  of 
78  hunters  who  most  preferred  to  hunt  elk.  However,  only  61  %  of  155  "moose  hunters" 
chose  this  option  of  reducing  harvests. 

The  preferred  approach  to  reducing  harvests  tended  to  vary  with  the  relative  use  of 
off-highway  vehicles  (Chi-square  =  7.51,  3  d.f.,  P  =  0.057).  To  illustrate,  of  90 
respondents  who  used  OHVs  on  very  few  of  their  hunts,  70%  opted  for  "fewer  chances  to 
hunt,  but  hunts  of... high  quality...",  as  compared  to  56%  of  41  respondents  who  used  OHVs 
on  all  of  their  hunts. 

The  preferred  approach  to  reducing  harvests  varied  somewhat  with  age  of  respondent. 
Respondents  (n  =  272)  who  opted  for  fewer  chances  to  hunt  (but  hunts  of  high  quality)  were 
younger  (mean  age  =  38.6,  SE  =  0.75)  than  those  (n  =  116)  who  favoured  lots  of  lower 
quality  hunts  (mean  age  =  40.9,  SE  =  1.36).  The  preferred  approach  to  harvest  reductions 
also  tended  to  vary  (Chi-square  =  7.32,  3  d.f.,  P  =  0.062)  with  the  typical  hunting  situation 
(see  question  43  of  Appendix).  To  illustrate,  of  64  respondents  who  hunted  mostiy  on 
privately-owned  lands,  75%  indicated  that  they  favoured  high-quality  opportunities,  whereas 
only  63  %  of  respondents  who  hunted  mostiy  on  unoccupied  crown  lands  favoured  the  high- 
quality  option  of  reducing  harvests. 

When  asked  to  choose  3  of  the  most  acceptable  among  the  7  methods  of  restricting 
harvests  which  were  given  (question  9  of  Appendix),  399  respondents  indicated  a  total  of 
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1169  choices  (mean  of  2.9/respondent).  Of  the  7  methods,  size  restrictions  were  most 
popular  (n  =  261,  22.3%  of  total),  followed  by  limited-entry  draws  (n  =  236,  20.2%), 
restricting  the  number  of  licences  that  an  individual  hunter  can  hold  (n  =  228,  19.5%), 
season  timing  (n  =  176,  15.1%),  shortening  seasons  (n  =  102,  8.7%),  allowing  only  less 
successful  weapons  (n  =  88,  7.5%)  and  party  hunting  (n  =  78,  6.7%). 

The  chosen  methods  of  reducing  harvests  varied  with  weapons  used  (Chi-square  = 
126.32,  6  d.f.,  P  =  0.000).  To  illustrate,  full-time  and  part-time  bowhunters  (combined 
here  because  of  the  very  small  sample  of  full-time  bowhunters)  chose  "allow  only  less 
successful  weapons"  relatively  more  often  (23%  of  253  choices)  than  those  who  hunted 
exclusively  with  firearms  (3%  of  910),  while  hunters  who  used  firearms  chose  "shorten 
seasons"  (10%  of  910  vs.  5%  of  253)  and  "restrict  the  number  of  licences  that  one  hunter 
can  hold"    (22%  of  910  vs.  12%  of  253)  relatively  more  often  than  bowhunters. 

Restrictions  on  Off-highway  Vehicles.— Of  402  respondents  to  the  statement  "there  is 
no  need  to  restrict  the  use  of  OHVs  for  hunting  big  game..."  (question  13  of  Appendix), 
62%  (251)  disagreed  (strongly  =  205,  slightly  =  46),15%(60)  were  neutral  or  indifferent, 
and  23%  (91)  agreed  (slightly  =  28,  strongly  =  63).  Responses  to  this  question  varied 
among  users  and  non-users  of  OHVs  (Chi-square  =  38.51,  4  d.f.,  P  =  0.(X)0).  For 
example,  55%  of  205  respondents  who  strongly  disagreed  with  the  statement  did  not  use 
OHVs,  whereas  only  13%  of  63  respondents  who  strongly  agreed  with  the  statement  used 
OHVs.  Likewise,  among  244  users  of  OHVs,  reactions  to  the  statement  ("there  is  no  need 
to  restrict  use  of  OHVs")  varied  with  the  relative  use  of  OHVs  (Chi-square  =  34.78,  12 
d.f.,  P  =  0.001).  For  example,  68%  of  100  respondents  who  strongly  disagreed  with  the 
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statement  (i.e.,  they  felt  OHV  use  had  to  be  restricted)  used  OHVs  on  very  few  or  quite  a 
few  of  their  hunts,  whereas  62%  of  55  respondents  who  strongly  agreed  with  the  statement 
used  OHVs  on  most  or  all  of  their  hunts. 

Of  406  responses  to  the  statement  "the  current  restriction  (on  OHV  use)  is  fine  as  it 
is,  and  where  it  is",  149  disagreed  (strongly  =  101,  slightly  =  48),  75  were  neutral  or 
indifferent,  and  182  (a  plurality)  agreed  (slightly  =  70,  strongly  =  112).  The  distribution  of 
responses  to  this  statement  did  not  differ  among  users  and  non-users  of  OHVs  (P  =  0.581), 
nor  did  responses  vary  with  the  relative  degree  of  use  of  OHVs,  when  only  OHV  users  were 
considered  (P  =  0.353). 

Of  405  responses  to  the  statement  "the  current  restriction  (on  OHV  use)  should  be 
extended  throughout  the  province",  172  hunters  disagreed  (strongly  =  138,  slightly  =  34), 
79  were  neutral  or  indifferent,  and  154  agreed  (slightly  =  48,  strongly  =  106).  Reactions  to 
this  statement  also  varied  (P  =  0.000)  among  users  and  nonusers  of  OHVs  (Chi-square  = 
47.72,  4  d.f.).  To  illustrate,  among  respondents  who  disagreed  with  the  statement,  only 
23%  did  not  use  OHVs,  whereas  57%  of  154  respondents  who  did  agree  with  extending  the 
restriction  were  non-users  of  OHVs.  Likewise,  among  247  respondents  who  had  used  OHVs 
in  the  last  5  years,  responses  to  the  idea  of  extending  the  restriction  throughout  the  province 
varied  (P  =  0.001)  with  the  relative  use  of  OHVs  (Chi-square  =  34.62,  12  d.f.).  To 
illustrate,  among  136  respondents  who  disagreed  with  the  idea,  70  used  OHVs  on  very  few 
(n  =  37)  or  quite  a  few  (n  =  33)  of  their  hunts,  whereas,  among  70  respondents  who  agreed 
with  the  extension  idea,  only  19  used  OHVs  on  most  (n  =  14)  or  all  (n  =  5)  of  their  hunts. 

Of  403  respondents  who  indicated  their  relative  agreement  with  the  idea  of  allowing 
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encased/broken-down  weapons  on  OHVs  between  midnight  and  noon,  a  sizable  majority 
(68%)  agreed  (strongly  =  208,  slightly  =  66),  49  hunters  were  neutral/indifferent  and  80 
disagreed  (strongly  =  62,  slightly  =  18).  The  responses  to  this  question  also  varied  among 
OHV  users  and  non-users.  To  illustrate,  of  166  non-users,  40  disagreed  and  99  agreed  with 
the  statement  (27  were  neutral/indifferent),  whereas  among  237  OHV  users,  40  disagreed,  22 
were  neutral,  and  175  agreed  (Chi-square  =  13.68,  4  d.f.,  P  =  0.008).  However,  among 
OHV  users,  responses  did  not  vary  with  the  relative  use  of  OHVs  (P  =  0.135). 

Of  402  respondents  who  reacted  to  the  idea  of  allowing  the  carrying  of  weapons  on 
OHVs,  except  during  early  morning  and  late  evening,  a  slight  majority  (53%)  disagreed 
(strongly  =  155,  slightly  =  60),  85  were  neutral/indifferent,  and  102  agreed  (slightly  =  46, 
strongly  =  56).  Once  again,  responses  varied  among  OHV  users  and  other  hunters  (Chi- 
square  =  11.82,  4  d.f.,  P  —  0.019).  To  illustrate,  among  165  non-users,  77  respondents 
disagreed,  39  were  neutral,  and  50  agreed;  among  237  OHV  users,  139  (a  majority) 
disagreed,  46  were  neutral  and  52  agreed.  However,  responses  did  not  vary  (P  =  0.399) 
with  relative  use  of  OHVs,  when  only  OHV  users  were  considered. 

Of  404  responses  to  the  idea  of  allowing  encased/dismantled  guns  on  OHVs  at  any 
time,  a  plurality  (44%)  agreed  (strongly  =  119,  slightly  =  58),  64  were  neutral  and  163 
(40%)  disagreed  (strongly  =  118,  slightly  =  45).  Responses  did  not  differ  (P  =  0.399) 
among  OHV  users  and  others,  although  responses  did  vary  (Chi-square  =  21.97,  12  d.f., 
P  =  0.038)  among  categories  of  relative  use  of  OHVs,  when  only  246  OHV  users  were 
considered. 

Nearly  half  (49%)  of  the  411  respondents  provided  comments  on  the  control  or  use  of 
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OHVs  by  big  game  hunters.  Comments  have  not  been  categorized,  as  yet. 

Allowing  Horses  in  Forest  Land  Use  Zones.  ~  Of  391  responses  to  the  questionnaire 
item  on  allowing  horses  in  Forest  Land  Use  Zones(FLUZs),  90  disagreed  (strongly  =  64, 
slightly  =  26),  69  were  neutral/indifferent  and  232  (a  sizable  majority)  agreed  (slightly  = 
72,  strongly  =  160).  Responses  to  this  item  varied  between  those  who  had  used  horses  for 
hunting  during  the  past  5  years  and  those  who  had  not  (Chi-square  =  34.62,  4  d.f., 
P  =  0.000).  To  illustrate,  among  313  respondents  who  had  not  used  horses,  19%  strongly 
disagreed  with  horses  in  FLUZs,  whereas  34%  strongly  agreed.  Among  78  respondents  who 
had  used  horses,  only  5%  strongly  disagreed  with  the  idea,  whereas  70%  strongly  agreed. 
Responses  to  this  question,  not  surprisingly,  also  tended  to  vary  between  users  and  non-users 
of  off-highway  vehicles  (Chi-square  =  8.27,  4  d.f.,  P  =  0.082).  To  illustrate,  19%  of  160 
non-users  disagreed  with  the  idea,  and  65%  agreed  with  allowing  use  of  horses  in  FLUZs; 
among  228  users  of  OHVs,  26%  disagreed,  and  55%  agreed. 

Primitive  Weapons.  ~  Of  403  responses  to  the  questionnaire  item  which  dealt  with 
the  existing  arrangements  for  bowhunters  (question  23  of  Appendix),  75  disagreed  (strongly 
=  45,  slightly  =  30),  57  were  neutral/ indifferent  and  271  agreed  (slightly  =  95, 
strongly  =  176).  Thus,  a  large  majority  (67%)  of  resident  big  game  hunters  clearly  agree 
(and  quite  strongly  so)  with  the  more  liberal  arrangements  for  bowhunters,  even  though 
bowhunters  (full-time  and  part-time  combined)  were  in  the  minority  in  the  survey  (see 
Weapons  Used).  Nevertheless,  the  choice  of  weapons  used  did  affect  attitudes  to  the 
regulations  for  bowhunters  (Chi-square  =  48.42,  8  d.f.,  P  =  0.000).  To  illustrate,  of  4 
respondents  who  hunted  big  game  exclusively  with  bows  in  Alberta  in  1992,  all  strongly 
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agreed  with  existing  arrangements,  as  did  74%  of  85  respondents  who  hunted  part-time  with 
bows.  Among  314  respondents  who  hunted  exclusively  with  firearms,  only  35%  strongly 
agreed,  whereas  26%  slightiy  agreed,  17%  were  neutral/indifferent,  9%  slightiy  disagreed 
and  13%  strongly  disagreed. 

Of  402  responses  to  the  question  on  special  seasons  for  muzzle  loaders,  a  very  large 
majority  (89%)  felt  that  special  seasons  were  not  necessary.  Respondents  who  did  want 
special  seasons  for  muzzle  loaders  indicated  more  frequentiy  (37  of  44)  that  they  wanted 
quality  hunts  when  answering  question  8  (see  Preferences  in  Hunting  Management),  as 
compared  to  232  of  338  others  (Chi-square  =  4.46,  1  d.f.,  P  =  0.035).  Whether  or  not 
respondents  had  used  a  muzzle  loader  for  hunting  big  game  in  Alberta  affected  responses  to 
the  question  on  special  seasons  for  muzzle  loaders  (Chi-square  =  35.26,  1  d.f.,  P  =  O.CXK)). 
Thus,  91%  of  380  respondents  who  had  not  used  muzzle  loaders  regarded  special  seasons  as 
unnecessary,  whereas  50%  of  22  respondents  who  had  used  them  wanted  special  seasons  for 
muzzle  loaders. 

Compliance  with  Hunting  Regulations.— Of  409  respondents  to  the  question 
on  compliance  with  the  hunting  regulations  by  big  game  hunters  in  Alberta  (question  26  of 
Appendix),  the  majority  (57%)  agreed  with  the  statement  that  most  hunters  comply  with  the 
regulations,  26%  were  neutral/indifferent  and  17%  disagreed.  Responses  to  this 
questionnaire  item  varied  between  those  hunters  (n=64)  who  had  observed  illegal  hunting 
acts  in  Alberta  during  the  past  year  (question  27  of  Appendix)  and  those  who  had  not 
(n=341).  Among  the  former  respondents,  30%  disagreed  with  the  statement  about 
compliance  and  48%  agreed;  among  the  latter  respondents  (who  had  not  observed 
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infractions),  14%  disagreed  and  59%  agreed  (Chi-square  =  13.23,  4  d.f.,  P=0.010). 

Whether  or  not  respondents  had  observed  illegal  hunting  acts  in  the  past  year  varied 
(Chi-square=6.81,  1  d.f.,  P  =  0.01)  with  the  typical  hunting  situation  (see  question  43  of 
Appendix).  To  illustrate,  of  154  respondents  who  hunted  mostiy  on  unoccupied  crown  lands, 
90%  indicated  they  had  not  observed  infractions,  compared  to  80%  of  respondents  (n=246) 
who  hunted  on  privately-owned  and/or  leased  public  lands  (answer  categories  1,2  and  3 
combined). 

Of  95  respondents  to  the  question  on  participation  in  the  "Report  A  Poacher" 
program  (only  those  who  had  observed  infractions  answered  the  question),  66%  indicated 
they  had  not  reported  the  infraction (s),  while  34%  had. 

Licence  Fees.— Of  405  respondents  to  the  question  on  licence  fees  (question  29  of 
Appendix),  16  thought  fees  were  too  low,  155  regarded  them  as  just  right,  and  234  (58%) 
thought  they  were  too  high.  Respondents  who  indicated  they  preferred  "fewer  chances  to 
hunt,  but  hunts  of  relatively  high  quality  and  success"  when  asked  about  approaches  to 
harvest  reductions  (question  8  of  Appendix)  were  more  likely  to  regard  licence  fees  as  too 
low  or  just  right  (4%  and  44%  of  271  respondents,  respectively),  as  compared  to  those  who 
preferred  more  chances  (of  lower  quality)  to  hunt  [3%  and  30%  of  115  respondents, 
respectively  (Chi-square  =  7.37,  2  d.f.,  P  =  0.025)]. 

Guide  to  Big  Game  Hunting. -Of  405  respondents  to  the  questionnaire  item  on  the 
1992  regulations  summary,  the  vast  majority  (73%)  either  liked  (slightiy=126  respondents 
or  31%,  strongly  =  45  or  11%)  or  were  neutral  (n  =  125,  31%)  to  the  summary;  a  minority 
of  respondents  disliked  the  document  (strongly  =  58  or  14%,  slightiy  =  51  or  13%). 
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The  attitude  of  respondents  toward  the  1992  big  game  guide  varied  with  several  other 
attitudes  towards  hunting  management.  Firstly,  respondents  who  disliked  the  guide  more 
frequently  regarded  licence  fees  as  too  high  (33%  of  234  respondents),  compared  to  those 
who  regarded  fees  as  just  right  (19%  of  155)  or  too  low  [13%  of  16(Chi-square  =  21.52,  8 
d.f.,  P  =  0.006)].  Secondly,  respondents  who  disapproved  of  existing  restrictions  on  the 
maximum  licences  allowed  per  hunter  more  frequently  disliked  the  guide  (41%  of  69 
respondents),  as  compared  to  those  who  were  neutral/indifferent  (24%  of  110)  or  those  who 
approved  of  the  existing  restrictions  [25%  of  220  (Chi-square  =  46.82,  16  d.f.,  P  = 
0.000)].  Thirdly,  respondents  who  liked  the  1992  guide  more  frequently  favoured  increasing 
the  variety  of  big  game  hunting  licences  available  (44%  of  41  respondents),  compared  to 
those  who  favoured  decreasing  the  variety  of  licences  [32%  of  123  respondents  (Chi-square 
=  15.99,  8  d.f.,  P  =  0.043). 

Of  411  questionnaire  respondents,  44%  offered  suggestions  on  how  the  (1992) 
Alberta  Guide  to  Big  Game  Hunting  could  be  improved.  Suggestions  have  not  been 
categorized,  as  yet. 

Sunday  Hunting. —Of  405  respondents  to  the  questionnaire  item  on  the  existing 
approach  to  Sunday  hunting  (see  question  32  of  Appendix),  a  sizable  majority  (65%)  agreed 
with  existing  regulations.  Among  159  respondents  who  disagreed  with  the  existing 
regulations,  55  %  did  so  because  they  wanted  Sunday  hunting  to  be  extended  throughout  more 
of  the  province  (see  question  33  of  Appendix),  whereas  45%  disagreed  with  Sunday  hunting 
in  principle.  When  responses  to  questions  32  and  33  are  considered  together,  it  seems  clear 
that  maintaining  the  existing  regulations  is  the  most  prudent  course  of  action. 
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Non-resident  Hunting.— A  slight  majority  (55%)  of  404  respondents  approved  of 
allocating  a  small  portion  of  the  big  game  harvest  to  outfitter  guides  and  their  non-resident 
clients.  Of  401  respondents  to  the  question  on  the  appropriateness  of  the  10%  allocation 
(question  35  of  Appendix),  a  majority  (56%)  perceived  the  present  figure  to  be  too  high; 
41%  and  3%  of  respondents  perceived  the  10%  allocation  figure  to  be  just  right,  and  too 
low,  respectively.  Not  surprisingly,  respondents  who  disapproved  and  approved  of  allocating 
a  small  portion  of  the  harvest  to  outfitter-guides  differed  in  their  assessments  of  the  present 
allocation  figure  (Chi-square  =  118.07,  4  d.f.,  P  =  0.000).  To  illustrate,  of  221 
respondents  who  perceived  the  allocation  as  too  high,  69%  disapproved  of  non-resident 
hunting,  compared  to  13%  of  165  respondents  who  perceived  the  allocation  as  just  right, 
and  30%  of  12  respondents  who  perceived  it  as  too  low. 

Aspects  of  Hunting  From  Roads.— Of  404  respondents  to  the  questionnaire  item  which 
concerned  restricting  the  discharge  of  firearms  on  roads  throughout  the  province  (see 
question  36  of  Appendix),  210  hunters  agreed  (strongly  =  133,  slightly  =  77),  82  were 
neutral/indifferent  and  112  disagreed  (strongly  =  61,  slightly  =  51). 

Of  402  respondents  to  the  question,  in  principle,  on  the  use  of  Road  Corridor 
Wildlife  Sanctuaries  (question  37  of  Appendix),  82%  agreed  with  their  use  (18%  disagreed). 
Responses  to  this  question  varied  with  responses  to  the  preceding  question  (Chi-square  = 
16.94,  4  d.f.,  P  =  0.002).  To  illustrate,  of  330  respondents  who  agreed  with  Road  Corridor 
Wildlife  Sanctuaries  (RCWSs),  57%  agreed  with  the  idea  of  restricting  firearm  discharge  on 
roads  throughout  the  province  (25%  disagreed);  of  72  respondents  who  disagreed  with 
RCWSs,  32%  agreed  with  extending  firearms  restrictions  (44%  disagreed).  Responses  to  the 
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question  on  use  of  RCWSs  also  varied  with  those  to  the  idea  of  eliminating  restrictions  on 
the  use  of  off-highway  vehicles  for  hunting  big  game  (question  13  of  Appendix). 
Respondents  who  agreed  with  the  use  of  RCWSs  also  agreed  with  restricting  the  use  of  off- 
highway  vehicles  for  hunting  big  game  [see  question  13  of  Appendix  (Chi-square  =  11.63,  2 
d.f.,  P  =  0.000).  To  illustrate,  66%  of  328  respondents  who  agreed  with  RCWSs  favoured 
restricting  the  use  of  OHVs,  whereas  only  44%  of  70  respondents  who  disagreed  with 
RCWSs  favoured  restricting  the  use  of  OHVs. 

Among  321  respondents  who  agreed  with  the  use  of  RCWSs,  76%  felt  that  RCWSs 
should  be  used  selectively,  whereas  24%  thought  that  they  should  receive  widespread  use. 

Of  411  respondents,  26%  provided  suggestions  on  RCWSs  or  comments  about 
hunting  from  roads.  Comments/suggestions  have  not  been  categorized,  as  yet. 

Reporting  of  Harvest  and  Effort— Of  405  respondents,  43%  strongly  agreed  with 
compulsory  reporting  of  hunting  activities  and  success,  21%  placed  in  each  of  the  slightly 
agreed  and  neutral  categories,  8%  slightly  disagreed  and  6%  strongly  disagreed. 

Access  to  Privately-owned  Lands.— Of  404  respondents,  46%  did  not  perceive  any 
problem  with  accessing  privately-owned  lands,  31%  regarded  it  as  "a  bit  of  a  problem",  15% 
regarded  it  as  "a  fairly  serious  problem"  and  8%  regarded  it  as  "an  extremely  serious 
problem". 

Membership  in  Alberta  Fish  and  Game  Association 

Of  406  respondents,  only  19%  were  members  of  the  Alberta  Fish  and  Game 
Association  (AFGA)  at  the  time  of  the  survey.  AFGA  members  (n  =  76)  differed  from  non- 
members  (n  =  330)  in  several  respects: 
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1 .  Years  of  Hunting  Experience.  AFG A  members  had  more  years  of  hunting  experience, 
in  total  (Alberta  and  elsewhere-  P  =  0.0163).  AFG  A  members  had  an  average  of  20.8 
years  total  experience  (SE  =  1.40),  versus  17.4  years  for  non-members  (SE  =  0.65). 
When  only  Alberta  experience  was  considered,  AFG  A  members  averaged  18.8  years 
(SE  =  1.31),  versus  15.2  for  non-members  (SE  =  0.62). 

2.  Diversity  of  Hunting  Licences  Preferred.  AFG  A  members  (n  =  74)  were  more  likely  to 
favour  maintaining  (64%)  or  even  increasing  (18%)  the  diversity  of  big  game  hunting 
licences  available  (Chi-square  =  9.82,  2  d.f.,  P  =  0.007)  compared  to  non-members 
(58%  and  8%  of  324  non-members,  respectively). 

3.  Use  of  Muzzle  Lxjaders.  Among  AFGA  members  (n  =  73),  19%  of  respondents  had 
used  muzzle  loaders  for  hunting  big  game  in  Alberta  in  the  past,  compared  to  only  9% 
of  325  non-members  (Chi-square  =  7.28,  2  d.f.,  P  =  0.026). 

4.  Comments  About  Licencing  Options.  Among  AFGA  members  (  n  =  76),  57%  of 
respondents  offered  suggestions  about  the  number,  type  and  combination  of  big  game 
licences  available,  compared  to  44%  of  329  non-members,  a  nearly  significant  difference 
(Chi-square  =  3.69,  1  d.f.,  P  =  0.055). 

Aside  from  the  aforementioned  differences,  AFGA  members  were  similar  to  non-members  in 
all  other  respects  that  were  measured  on  the  questionnaire. 
Other  Suggestions  and  Comments 

Of  411  respondents,  nearly  64%  provided  additional  suggestions  or  comments  to  "help 
improve...  future  hunts  for  big  game  in  Alberta".  Comments/suggestions  have  not  been 
categorized  as  yet,  although  native  hunting  was  clearly  a  prominent  issue  in  remarks  by 
respondents. 
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DISCUSSION 

Characteristics  and  Activities  of  Hunters 

This  study  corroborates  earlier  ones  in  Alberta  which  showed  that  big  game  hunters  in 
Alberta  are  predominantly  middle-aged  and  have  extensive  experience  at  hunting  big  game 
(Adamowicz  1983;  Todd  and  Lynch  1992a,  1992b).  Moreover,  the  vast  majority  of 
respondents  in  this  study  hunted  exclusively  with  firearms,  as  similarly  shown  in  specific, 
recent  surveys  of  moose  and  elk  hunters  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992a,  1992b). 

Perhaps  one  of  the  more  novel  and  notable  findings  of  the  present  survey  is  that  the 
moose  is  perceived  by  hunters  as  the  single  most  important  big  game  species  in  Alberta. 
This  indicates  that  licence  sales  alone  are  a  poor  indicator  of  the  relative  importance  of  big 
game  species,  at  least  in  terms  of  the  "worth"  placed  on  them  by  hunters.  To  illustrate, 
white-tailed  deer  licence  sales  well  exceeded  those  of  moose  during  1979-1988  (76  547 
annually  versus  60  685  —  Alberta  Fish  and  Wildlife  Division  1991).  Perhaps  the  carcass 
weight  of  the  animal,  when  bagged,  has  a  significant  influence  on  the  perceived  relative 
importance  of  big  game  species  to  many  big  game  hunters. 

Considering  the  relative  importance  of  moose  to  Alberta's  big  game  hunters,  it  is, 
perhaps,  no  surprise  that  over  half  of  the  respondents  in  this  study  had  used  off-highway 
vehicles  (OHVs)  for  big  game  hunts  at  some  point  in  the  last  5  years.  Nevertheless,  the 
average  big  game  hunter  in  Alberta  (as  determined  by  the  present  study)  lies  halfway 
between  the  average  moose  hunter  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992a)  and  the  average  elk  hunter  (Todd 
and  Lynch  1992b),  in  respect  to  the  use  and  perceived  importance  of  OHVs,  and  related 
attitudes.  To  illustrate,  59%  of  respondents  in  the  present  study  had  used  OHVs  in  the  past 
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5  years  compared  to  74%  of  moose  hunters  similarly  questioned  in  1992  (Todd  and  Lynch 
1992a),  while  a  concomitant  survey  of  elk  hunters  revealed  that  41%  had  used  OHVs  for  elk 
hunts  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992b).  However,  when  only  OHV  users  were  considered, 
pluralities  of  elk  hunters  and  hunters  (all  types)  in  this  survey  indicated  that  OHVs  were  used 
for  very  few  of  their  big  game  hunts,  whereas  among  moose  hunters,  a  (slight)  plurality 
indicated  that  OHVs  were  used  on  all  their  hunts.  Differences  among  moose  and  elk  hunters 
in  respect  to  OHV  use  doubtlessly  stem,  in  part,  from  the  restrictions  on  OHV  use  which  are 
currently  in  place  in  the  portions  of  the  province  where  most  elk  hunting  occurs. 
Nevertheless,  when  asked  to  score  the  relative  importance  of  OHVs  for  6  different  hunting 
activities,  all  3  groups  of  hunters  produced  very  similar  results.  In  any  event,  despite  the 
similarities  and  differences  among  hunter  groups  in  respect  to  OHV  use,  it  must  be  kept  in 
mind,  for  all  3  hunter  groups,  that  the  hunters  who  use  OHVs  for  all  or  most  of  their  hunts 
are  in  the  minority. 

The  present  study,  to  our  knowledge,  is  the  first  in  Alberta  to  have  assessed  the  use  of 
horses  for  big  game  hunts.  The  use  of  horses  is  relatively  unimportant,  at  present. 
Nevertheless,  a  sizable  majority  (59%)  of  respondents  favoured  having  some  Forest  Land 
Use  Zones  which  allow  the  use  of  horses  for  hunting,  but  disallow  the  use  of  OHVs. 

Most  hunters  evidently  gain  permission  to  hunt,  when  necessary,  from  private 
landowners  and  leaseholders.  Nevertheless,  responses  of  25%  indicated  room  for  improved 
behavior  of  hunters  in  respect  to  gaining  permission  to  hunt. 

The  present  study  suggests  that  most  big  game  hunters  in  Alberta  comply  with  the 
hunting  regulations.  This  study,  however,  indicated  that  16%  of  respondents  had  personally 
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witnessed  illegal  hunting  acts  in  Alberta  during  the  past  year.  This  figure  compares  to  19- 
20%  of  moose  and  elk  hunters  the  preceding  year,  when  asked  a  slightly  different  question 
(Todd  and  Lynch  1992a,  1992b).  In  respect  to  participation  in  tiie  "Report  A  Poacher" 
program,  34%  of  those  who  had  observed  infractions  indicated  they  had  participated,  as 
compared,  1  year  earlier,  to  36%  of  moose  hunters  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992a)  and  49%  of  elk 
hunters  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992b). 

Comparisons  of  respondents  who  were  presentiy  members  of  the  Alberta  Fish  and  Game 
Association  (AFGA)  to  non-members  revealed  very  few  differences.  AFGA  members  had 
somewhat  greater  amounts  of  hunting  experience  and  were  more  likely  to  favour  a  greater 
diversity  of  hunting  licences  and  more  likely  to  have  used  muzzle  loaders.  However,  there  is 
no  evidence  from  this  survey  that  attitudes  of  AFGA  members  differ  appreciably  from  non- 
members.  Thus,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Services  may  continue,  in  good  faith,  to  discuss  proposed 
changes  to  the  hunting  regulations  with  AFGA,  with  the  object  of  obtaining  feedback  which 
is  representative  of  hunting  publics.    Nevertheless,  the- onus  clearly  remains  with  the  AFGA 
to  ensure  that  the  views  of  its  spokespersons  are  acceptable  to  its  membership-at-large. 
Preferences  in  Hunting  Management 

The  present  study  indicates  that  big  game  hunters  in  Alberta  are  generally  satisfied  with 
the  variety  of  hunting  licences  available,  the  existing  restrictions  on  maximum  licences 
allowed  per  hunter,  existing  approaches  to  both  bowhunting  and  muzzle  loaders,  the  1992 
Guide  to  Big  Game  Hunting,  the  existing  regulations  on  Sunday  hunting,  and  the  (selective) 
use  of  Road  Corridor  Wildlife  Sanctuaries.  However,  respondents  did  want  changes  in 
several  other  areas.  Firstiy,  a  majority  of  hunters  disagreed  with  the  existing  allocation  of 
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<  10%  of  harvests  to  outfitter  guides  and  their  nonresident  clients  (respondents  thought  10% 
was  too  high,  although  a  majority  approved  of  a  "small"  allocation).  Secondly,  most 
hunters  thought  existing  licence  fees  were  too  high.  Thirdly,  most  respondents  thought  that 
restrictions  on  discharging  firearms  from  roads,  for  purposes  of  hunting  big  game,  should  be 
applied  to  all  roads  throughout  the  province,  provided  that  the  roads  are  paved,  oiled, 
graded  or  maintained.  Fourthly,  most  respondents  were  in  favour  of  compulsory  reporting  of 
activities  and  success  by  all  big  game  hunters. 

When  asked  about  preferred  approaches  to  reducing  harvests,  a  large  majority  of 
respondents  opted  for  "fewer  chances  to  hunt,  but  hunts  of  relatively  high  quality  and 
success".  When  asked  to  choose  3  of  the  most  acceptable  among  7  methods  of  restricting 
harvests  which  were  listed,  size  restrictions  (e.g.,  3-point  mule  deer),  limited-entry  draws, 
and  restricting  the  number  of  licences  that  an  individual  can  hold  were  most  commonly 
chosen  flisted  in  descending  order  of  preference  here).  Other  methods  (e.g.,  season  timing, 
shortening  seasons)  were  regarded  much  less  often  as  acceptable.  These  findings  suggest 
some  realignment  in  harvest  reduction  methods  may  be  appropriate. 

Hunters  in  the  present  survey  and  moose  hunters  a  year  earlier  (Todd  and  Lynch  1992a) 
were  asked  to  express  their  relative  disagreement/agreement  (5-point  Likert  scale)  with  6 
statements  which  measured  attitudes  toward  restrictions  on  OHV  use  for  hunting  (several 
questions  underwent  minor  changes  in  wording,  to  improve  clarity  of  meaning).  Overall,  the 
general  survey  of  big  game  hunters  (this  study)  and  the  moose  hunter  survey  produced  very 
similar  results  in  respect  to  attitudes  toward  restrictions  on  use  of  OHVs  for  big  game 
hunting.  Moreover,  in  both  studies,  attitudes  toward  OHV  restrictions  commonly  differed 
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among  OHV  users  and  hunters  who  did  not  use  OH  Vs.  Since  big  game  hunters  in  Alberta 
are  rather  polarized  in  respect  to  restrictions  on  the  use  of  OHVs  for  hunting  (Todd  and 
Lynch  1992a,  this  study),  it  seems  prudent  to  make  substantive  changes  to  the  existing 
regimen  carefully,  if  at  all,  and  only  after  extensive  consultation  with  affected  publics. 

In  conclusion,  survey  results  suggest  a  substantial  level  of  satisfacton  with  current 
hunting  management  in  Alberta.  Nevertheless,  there  does  appear  to  be  some  room  to 
improve  both  quality  of  hunts  and  hunter  satisfaction,  largely  through  the  provision  of  a 
variety  of  well-considered  and  appropriate  hunting  regimens  for  big  game  hunting  in  different 
areas  of  the  province.  However,  extensive  consultation,  both  provincially  and  locally,  will 
be  required,  prior  to  large-scale  changes  in  big  game  hunting  regimens  (Todd  and  Lynch 
1992a,  1992b). 
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Appendix:  A  copy  of  the  questionnaire  mailed  to  hunters  in  March  1993  (do  not  complete 
and  return  this  questionnaire  copy,  it  is  included  here  only  for  your  information). 
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1 
1 
I 


ALBERTA  FORESTRY,  LANDS 

AND  WILDLIFE 
FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  DIVISION 


A  SURVEY  OF  PREFERENCES,  ATTITUDES,  OPINIONS  AND  ACTIVITIES 
OF  ALBERTA'S  RESIDENT  BIG  GAME  HUNTERS 


To  the  Respondent: 

Thank  you  for  answering  these  questions  about  hunting  big  game  animals  in 
Alberta.    The  information  provided  by  you  and  other  hunters  will  be  used  to 
improve  the  management  of  big  game  populations,  now  and  in  the  future. 
Please  answer  all  of  the  questions  that  apply  to  you.    Most  questions  can  be 
answered  by  circling  the  number  next  to  the  answer  you  choose,  or  by  writing 
in  the  blank  space  provided.    If  you  have  any  questions,  please  call  Arlen 
Todd  in  Edmonton  (422-9537).    You  may  call  toll-free  by  using  the  regional 
information  telephone  enquiries  (RITE)  system.    Just  call  your  operator  and 
ask  to  be  connected  with  the  RITE  operator. 

All  information  which  you  provide  in  this  questionnaire  will  be  kept 
completely  confidential.    The  questionnaire  has  an  identification  number  on 
it,  but  that  number  is  used  only  for  mailing  purposes.    That  number  enables  us 
to  check  your  name  off  on  the  mailing  list  when  your  questionnaire  is 
returned.    Otherwise,  your  name  will  never  be  associated  with  the 
questionnaire  itself. 

Please  return  your  completed  questionnaire  within  the  next  few  days  by 
folding  it  in  half  and  placing  it  in  the  postage  paid  envelope  provided. 

We  appreciate  your  cooperation  with  this  survey. 
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TO  BEGIN,  WE  WANT  SOME  INFORMATION  ON  YOU  AS  A  BIG  GAME  HUNTER. 

1.    Please  indicate  which  three  big  game  species  are  most  important  to  you 
for  hunting  purposes  (list  1  =  most  important,  2  =  second  most 
important,  and  3).    If  you  have  fewer  than  three  species  that  are 
important  to  you,  that's  OK;  just  write  in  the  ones  that  do  apply. 

1.  

2. 
3. 


2.  Please  give  the  approximate  total  number  of  years  in  your  lifetime  that 
you  have  been  ...  [answer  both  parts  (a)  and  (b)] 

(a)  hunting  big  game  (any  type,  any  place— Alberta  and  elsewhere 
combined) 

  YEARS. 

(b)  hunting  big  game  in  Alberta 
  YEARS. 

3.  Which  of  the  following  statements  best  describes  your  use  of  different 
weapons  for  hunting  big  game  in  Alberta  in  1992  (please  circle  number 
of  answer)? 

1  I  HUNTED  ONLY  WITH  BOW  AND  ARROW. 

2  I  USED  FIREARMS  (RIFLE,  SHOTGUN,  MUZZLE  LOADER)  AND  BOW  AND 
ARROW,  TOO. 

3  I  HUNTED  AT  ALL  TIMES  WITH  FIREARMS  (RIFLE,  SHOTGUN,  MUZZLE 
.  LOADER). 
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NOW,  WE  WANT  YOUR  OPINIONS  ON  OUR  BASIC  APPROACHES  TO  THE  HUNTING 
MANAGEMENT  OF  BIG  GAME  POPULATIONS. 


4.    The  Alberta  Fish  and  Wildlife  Division  presently  offers  29  different 
big  game  hunting  licences  to  resident  hunters.    Please  indicate  your 
general  satisfaction  with  the  variety  of  big  game  hunting  licences 
presently  available  in  Alberta  (circle  number). 


Very 
dissatisfied 

1  2 


Very 
satisfied 
5 


5.    Restricting  the  number  or  combinations  of  hunting  licences  that 
individual  hunters  can  hold  is  one  basic  way  of  reducing  hunting 
pressure  to  prevent  overharvests .    Please  indicate  the  extent  to  which 
you  disapprove  or  approve  of  existing  restrictions  on  maximum  licences 
allowed  per  hunter,  and  the  combinations  specified  (circle  number). 


Strongly  Strongly 
dissapprove  approve 
1  2  3  4  5 


6.  Do  you  have  any  suggestions  which  would  increase  your  satisfaction  with 
the  number,  type  and  combinations  of  licences  available?  If  so,  please 
write  in  the  space  provided. 
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7.  Hunting  harvests  can  be  kept  at  desired  levels  by  using  various 
methods.    Some  methods  lower  harvests  by  reducing  hunter  success  while 
still  allowing  many  people  to  hunt  (for  example,  shortening  seasons, 
minimum  size  requirements,  primitive  weapons  such  as  bows).  Other 
methods,  such  as  limited-entry  draws,  also  lower  harvests  but  greatly 
reduce  the  numbers  of  hunters,  although  participating  hunters  have  high 
quality  hunts.    Please  indicate  which  of  these  two  approaches  is  most 
acceptable  to  you,  when  harvests  must  be  lowered  to  safeguard  game 
populations  (circle  number) . 

1  Fewer  chances  to  hunt,  but  relatively  high  quality  hunts. 

2  Lots  of  chances  to  hunt,  but  relatively  low  success. 

8.  Please  consider  the  following  seven  methods  of  restricting  harvests  and 
pick  the  three  which  are  most  acceptable  to  you  (check  onl v  three). 

Restriction  type  

  Restrict  weapons  to  less  successful  ones  (for  example,  bows, 

muzzle  loaders) 
  Size  restrictions  (e.g.,  3-point  mule  deer) 

  Season  timing  (e.g.,  no  hunting  during  rut) 

  Limit  the  number  of  licences  available  in  each  management  area 

(limited-entry  hunts) 
  Require  hunters  to  hunt  in  groups  (parties)  and  share  the  animal 

killed  (e.g.,  one  tag/party) 
  Shorten  seasons 

  Restrict  the  number  of  licences  that  one  hunter  can  hold 


NOW,  WE  WANT  YOUR  OPINIONS  ON  THE  USE  OF  OFF-HIGHWAY  VEHICLES  FOR  HUNTING 
BIG  GAME  IN  ALBERTA.    AN  OFF-HIGHWAY  VEHICLE  IS  DEFINED  AS  ANY  MOTORIZED 
VEHICLE  WHICH  IS  NOJ  LICENCED  FOR  HIGHWAY  USE,  AND  INCLUDES  SNOWMOBILES  AND 
OTHER  TRACKED  VEHICLES,  AND  MULTI-WHEELED  ALL-TERRAIN  VEHICLES  (INCLUDING 
MOTORCYCLES  AND  TRICYCLES),  BUT  DOES  NOI  INCLUDE  MOTOR  BOATS. 
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9.    Have  you  used  off-highway  vehicles  in  your  big  game  hunts  in  Alberta  at 
anytime  in  the  past  5  years  (1988-1992,  inclusive)? 


1  NO 

2  YES 


If  no,  please  go  to  question  number  11.  If  yes,  please  answer  question 
number  10,  too. 

10.  Relatively  how  many  of  your  big  game  hunts  in  Alberta  in  the  past  5 
years  involved  the  use  of  off-highway  vehicles  (please  circle  number)? 


1  VERY  FEW 

2  QUITE  A  FEW 

3  MOST  OF  THEM 

4  ALL  OF  THEM 


11.  Please  indicate  the  general  importance  of  off-highway  vehicles  in  your 
hunting  activities  over  the  last  5  years  (circle  one  number  for  EACH 
activity) . 

Not  At  Couldn't 
All  Somewhat         Very         do  without 

Activity   Important    Important     Important  it 

To  move  hunting  camp  away        12  3  4 

from  roads 

To  actively  search  for  12  3  4 

animals 

To  haul  out  carcasses  or  1  2  3  4 

dressed  game 

To  scout  hunting  area  12  3  4 

before  hunting 

To  look  for  new  hunting  12  3  4 

, areas 

To  get  back  away  from  1  2  3  4 

other  hunters 
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NOTE:    THE  USE  OF  OFF-HIGHWAY  VEHICLES  FOR  HUNTING  BIG  GAME  IS  PRESENTLY 
RESTRICTED  ONLY  IN  THE  (APPROXIMATELY)  SOUTHERN  ONE-HALF  OF  ALBERTA.  THE 
CURRENT  RESTRICTION  PROHIBITS  THE  CARRYING  OF  WEAPONS  ON  OFF-HIGHWAY 
VEHICLES  FROM  MIDNIGHT  UNTIL  NOON  DURING  HUNTING  SEASONS  FOR  BIG  GAME. 


THE  FOLLOWING  SIX  STATEMENTS  PRESENT  A  WIDE  RANGE  OF  ATTITUDES  TOWARD  THE 
USE  OF  OFF-HIGHWAY  VEHICLES  FOR  HUNTING.    PLEASE  INDICATE  THE  EXTENT  TO 
WHICH  YOU  DISAGREE  OR  AGREE  WITH  THESE  SIX  STATEMENTS  (CIRCLE  ONE  ANSWER 
FOR  EACH  STATEMENT) . 

12.  There  is  no  need  for  restrictions  on  the  use  of  off-highway  vehicles 
for  hunting  big  game. 

Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 

13.  The  current  restriction  (see  note  above)  is  fine  as  it  is. 

Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 

14.  The  current  restriction  should  be  extended  throughout  the  province. 

Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 
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15.  The  regulations  should  allow  weapons  to  be  carried  on  off-highway 
vehicles  between  midnight  and  noon,  while  moving  camps  or  animal 
carcasses,  as  long  as  weapons  are  encased  and  unloaded,  or  broken 
down . 


Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 

16.  The  restriction  on  carrying  weapons  on  off-highway  vehicles  should 
apply  only  during  the  early  morning  and  late  evening  (times  when  big 
game  animals  move  around  a  lot);  their  transport  on  off-highway 
vehicles  should  be  permitted,  for  example,  between  10:00  a.m.  and  3:00 
p.m. 


Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 


17.  Hunters  should  be  allowed  to  carry  weapons  on  off-highway  vehicles  at 
any  time,  but  they  should  be  required,  always,  to  have  the  guns  encased 
and  unloaded,  or  dismantled  (broken  down). 


Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 


18.  Do  you  have  any  further  comments 
off-highway  vehicles  by  big  game 
comments  in  the  space  provided. 


to  make  on  the  control  or  use  of 
hunters?    If  so,  please  write  your 
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NOW,  WE  WANT  TO  KNOW  ABOUT  YOUR  USE  OF  HORSES  FOR  HUNTING  BIG  GAME. 

19.  Have  you  used  horses  in  your  big  game  hunts  in  Alberta  at  any  time  in 
the  past  5  years  (1988-1992)? 


1  NO 

2  YES 


If  no,  go  to  question  number  21.  If  yes,  please  answer  question 
number  20,  also. 


20.  Please  indicate  relatively  how  many  of  your  big  game  hunts  in  the  past 
5  years  involved  the  use  of  horses  (circle  number  of  answer). 


1  VERY  FEW 

2  QUITE  A  FEW 

3  MOST  OF  THEM 

4  ALL  OF  THEM 


21.  At  present,  horses  are  allowed  in  some  Forest  Land  Use  Zones  where 
off-highway  vehicles  are  prohibited.    Please  indicate  the  extent  to 

which  you  disagree  or  agree  with  allowing  horses  in  these  situations 
(circle  number) . 

Strongly  Strongly 

disagree  agree 

1  2                   3  4  5 
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THE  NEXT  QUESTIONS  CONCERN  BOW  HUNTING  AND  OTHER  "PRIMITIVE"  WEAPONS. 

22.  Due  to  their  relatively  low  success,  bowhunters  in  Alberta  are 
generally  allowed  to  hunt  big  game  during  lengthy  seasons  and,  at 
times,  to  take  animals  of  either  sex.    Rifle  hunters  are  typically  more 
restricted.    Please  indicate  the  extent  to  which  you  disagree  or  agree 
with  this  preferential  treatment  for  bowhunters  (circle  number). 

Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 

23.  Muzzle  loaders  are  becoming  more  popular  among  black  powder  enthusiasts 
in  some  parts  of  North  America.    Some  states  even  provide  special 
hunting  seasons  for  muzzle  loaders.    Which  of  the  following  statements 
best  describes  your  opinion  on  a  special  season  for  muzzle  loaders  in 
Alberta  (circle  number)? 

1  Existing  rifle  hunting  seasons  provide  enough  opportunity  for 
hunting  with  muzzle  loaders;  there  is  no  special  season 
necessary. 

2  I  would  like  to  see  a  special  season  for  muzzle  loaders,  even 
though  that  would  result  in  further  restrictions  to  hunters 
using  other  weapons. 

24.  Have  you  personally  used  muzzle  loaders  for  hunting  big  game  in  Alberta 
in  the  past  (please  circle  number)? 


1  NO,  I  HAVE  NOT  USED  MUZZLE  LOADERS. 

2  YES,  I  HAVE  HUNTED  BIG  GAME  IN  ALBERTA  WITH  MUZZLE  LOADERS. 
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THE  NEXT  QUESTIONS  CONCERN  COMPLIANCE  WITH  THE  HUNTING  REGULATIONS  AND 
RELATED  MATTERS. 


25.  Please  indicate  the  extent  to  which  you  disagree  or  agree  with  the 

following  statement  (circle  number):    Most  big  game  hunters  in  Alberta 

comply  with  the  big  game  hunting  regulations. 

Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 

1  2  3  4  5 


26.  Did  you  personally  witness  any  illegal  hunting  acts  (such  as  night 

hunting,  hunting  before  or  after  the  open  season)  in  Alberta  during  the 
past  year? 

1  NO 

2  YES 


If  no,  please  go  to  question  28.  If  yes,  please  answer  question 
number  27,  too. 


27.  Did  you  participate  in  the  "Report  A  Poacher"  program  during  the  past 
year  by  reporting  any  incidents  of  illegal  hunting? 

1  NO 

2  YES 


NOW,  WE  WANT  YOUR  OPINIONS  ON  A  VARIETY  OF  THINGS  WHICH  AFFECT  BIG  GAME 
HUNTERS. 

28.  Which  of  the  following  statements  best  describes  your  opinion  on  the 
present  fees  for  big  game  hunting  licences  (please  circle  number)? 


1 
2 
3 


LICENCE  FEES  ARE  TOO  LOW. 
FEES  ARE  JUST  RIGHT. 
LICENCE  FEES  ARE  TOO  HIGH. 
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29.  Please  indicate  the  extent  to  which  you  disliked  or  liked  the  1992 
Alberta  Guide  to  Big  Game  Hunting  (circle  number). 

Strongly  Strongly 
disliked  liked 
1  2  3  4  5 

30.  Do  you  have  any  suggestions  on  how  the  Alberta  Guide  to  Big  Game 
Hunting  could  be  improved?    If  so,  please  write  in  the  space  provided 


31.  Present  regulations  allow  Sunday  hunting  in  the  green  area  of  northern 
Alberta  (basically  north  of  Grande  Cache,  Fort  Assiniboine,  Cold  Lake). 
Please  indicate  whether  you  disagree  or  agree  with  these  regulations 
(circle  number) . 

1  I  DISAGREE 

2  I  AGREE 

If  you  agree  with  the  regulations,  please  proceed  to  the  top  of  the 
next  page  (page  12).    If  you  disagree,  please  answer  question  number 
32,  also. 

32.  Which  of  the  following  statements  best  describes  your  reason  for 
disagreeing  with  the  present  regulations  on  Sunday  hunting  (please 
circle  number)? 

1  I  AM  OPPOSED  TO  SUNDAY  HUNTING  ANYWHERE  IN  ALBERTA. 

2  I  WOULD  LIKE  SUNDAY  HUNTING  TO  BE  EXTENDED  THROUGHOUT  MORE  OF 
THE  PROVINCE,  EVEN  IF  THAT  RESULTS  IN  SHORTER  SEASONS, 
LIMITED-ENTRY  HUNTS,  OR  OTHER  SIMILAR  RESTRICTIONS  TO  PREVENT 
OVER-HARVESTS. 
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NOTE:    THE  PRESENT  POLICY  IN  ALBERTA  ON  OUTFITTING  AND  GUIDING  ALLOWS  FOR 
A  SMALL  PORTION  (10%  OR  LESS)  OF  THE  PROVINCIAL  HARVEST  OF  MALES  OF 
SELECTED  SPECIES  TO  BE  ALLOCATED  TO  OUTFITTER-GUIDES  FOR  USE  BY  THEIR 
NON-RESIDENT  CLIENTS.    THIS  ALLOCATION  IS  SPREAD  OVER  MANY  WILDLIFE 
MANAGEMENT  UNITS,  INCLUDING  THOSE  WHERE  RESIDENTS  MUST  APPLY  IN  LIMITED- 
ENTRY  DRAWS.    THIS  APPROACH  ENSURES:  (1)  THE  ECONOMIC  BENEFITS  GENERATED 
BY  OUTFITTER-GUIDES  ARE  SPREAD  THROUGHOUT  THE  PROVINCE;  (2)  HUNTING 
PRESSURE  FROM  NON-RESIDENTS  IS  LOW  IN  ALL  WILDLIFE  MANAGEMENT  UNITS.  IN 
ADDITION,  THE  APPROACH  ENCOURAGES  OTHER  PROVINCES  AND  STATES  TO  PROVIDE 
HUNTING  OPPORTUNITIES  FOR  ALBERTANS. 


33.  Please  indicate  whether  you  generally  disapprove  or  approve  of 
allocating  a  small  portion  of  the  big  game  harvest  to  outfitter-guides 
and  their  non-resident  clients  (circle  number). 

1  I  DISAPPROVE 

2  I  APPROVE 

34.  The  present  policy  on  outfitting  and  guiding  allows  for  no  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  provincial  harvests  of  male  deer,  moose,  elk  and 
antelope  to  be  allocated  to  Alberta  outfitter-guides.    Is  this  10 
percent  figure. . . 


TOO  LOW? 


2 


JUST  RIGHT? 


3 
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NOTE:    IT  IS  PRESENTLY  ILLEGAL  IN  ALBERTA  TO  FIRE  A  RIFLE  FROM,  ACROSS,  OR 
ALONG  A  ROAD  ALLOWANCE  IF  THE  ROAD  ALLOWANCE  CONTAINS  A  ROAD  THAT  IS  PAVED, 
OILED,  GRADED  OR  REGULARLY  MAINTAINED.    THE  TERM  ROAD  ALLOWANCE  APPLIES  TO 
ROADS  THAT  ARE  INCLUDED  IN  TOWNSHIP  PLANS  OR  PLANS  OF  SURVEY,  AND  THEREFORE 
DOES  NOT  INCLUDE  MANY  MAINTAINED  ROADS  IN  THE  GREEN  AREA  (EASTERN  SLOPES 
AND  NORTHERN  FORESTS).    THE  EXISTING  RESTRICTION  ON  DISCHARGING  FIREARMS 
MAXIMIZES  SAFETY  FOR  HUMANS  AND  LIVESTOCK,  PROVIDES  SOME  PROTECTION  FOR 
WILDLIFE  ALONG  ROADWAYS,  AND  ENCOURAGES  HUNTERS  TO  PLAN  THEIR  TRIPS  AND 
OBTAIN  HUNTING  PERMISSION  FROM  LANDOWNERS,  RATHER  THAN  HUNTING  FROM  ROADS. 


35.  Please  indicate  the  extent  to  which  you  disagree  or  agree  with  the 
following  statement:    The  present  restriction  on  discharging  firearms 
(see  note  above)  should  be  applied  to  all  roads  that  are  paved,  oiled, 
graded  or  maintained,  including  all  such  roads  in  the  Eastern  Slopes 
and  northern  forests  (circle  number). 

Strongly  Strongly 
disagree  agree 
1  2  3  4  5 


NOTE:    Road  Corridor  Wildlife  Sanctuaries  are  used  in  some  areas  to  protect 
highly  vulnerable  game  populations  alongside  roads.    Originally,  such 
sanctuaries  were  intended  to  be  used  only  in  areas  such  as  critical  winter 
habitats.    However,  some  hunters  are  suggesting  that  Road  Corridor  Wildlife 
Sanctuaries  be  applied  more  broadly. 


36.  Do  you  generally  disagree  or  agree  with  the  use  of  Road  Corridor 
Wildlife  Sanctuaries  to  reduce  harvests  in  areas  adjacent  to  roads 
(please  circle  number)? 

1  I  DISAGREE  WITH  SUCH  SANCTUARIES. 

2  I  AGREE  WITH  THEM. 

If  you  disagree  with  Road  Corridor  Wildlife  Sanctuaries,  please  go  to 
question  38.    If  you  agree  with  them,  please  answer  question  37,  too. 
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37.  Presently,  there  are  eleven  Road  Corridor  Wildlife  Sanctuaries  which 
extend  along  several  hundred  kilometres  of  roads.    Which  of  the 
following  statements  best  describes  your  attitude  to  the  use  of  these 
sanctuaries  (circle  number)? 

1  ROAD  CORRIDOR  WILDLIFE  SANCTUARIES  SHOULD  BE  USED  SELECTIVELY, 
AS  THEY  ARE  NOW  (I.E.,  APPLIED  ONLY  WHERE  GAME  POPULATIONS  ARE 
HIGHLY  VULNERABLE,  SUCH  AS  IN  CRITICAL  HABITATS). 

2  ROAD  CORRIDOR  WILDLIFE  SANCTUARIES  SHOULD  BE  EXPANDED;  THEY 
SHOULD  RECEIVE  WIDESPREAD  USE  ALONG  ROADS  THROUGH  BIG  GAME 
HABITATS. 

38.  Do  you  have  any  other  suggestions  on  Road  Corridor  Wildlife  Sanctuaries 
or  other  comments  to  make  about  hunting  from  roads?    If  so,  please  use 
the  space  provided. 


39.  With  the  help  of  volunteer  organizations,  a  survey  of  activities  and 
success  of  big  game  hunters  has  been  performed  in  Alberta  each  year 
since  1984.    Some  people  think  that  all  big  game  hunters  (not  just  a 
sample)  should  be  required  to  report  such  information  after  the  hunting 
season.    This  could  be  done,  for  example,  by  means  of  a  tear-off 
portion  of  the  wildlife  certificate,  where  the  hunter  would  fill  in  the 
appropriate  blanks.    Please  indicate  the  extent  to  which  you  would 
disapprove  or  approve  of  reporting  your  big  game  hunting  activities  in 
such  a  way  (circle  number). 


Strongly  Strongly 
disapprove  approve 
1  2  3  4  5 
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40.  The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Division  routinely  discusses  proposed  changes  to 
the  hunting  regulations  with  the  Alberta  Fish  and  Game  Association.  We 
would  like  to  know  how  the  views  of  Fish  and  Game  Association  members 
compare  to  those  of  hunters  who  are  not  members.    Please  indicate 
whether  you  are  presently  a  member  of  the  Alberta  Fish  and  Game 
Association  or  not  (circle  number)? 

1  NO 

2  YES 

THE  LAST  QUESTIONS  CONCERN  HUNTING  ACCESS  TO  PRIVATE  AND  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

41.  Which  of  the  following  statements  best  describes  your  typical  hunting 
situation  for  big  game  in  Alberta  (circle  number)? 

1  Most  of  my  hunting  is  done  on  privately-owned  land  or  leased 
crown  land. 

2  I  hunt  on  privately-owned  land,  leased  crown  land,  and 
unoccupied  crown  land  in  roughly  equal  amounts. 

3  I  hunt  mostly  on  unoccupied  crown  land. 

If  you  hunt  mostly  on  unoccupied  crown  land  (i.e.,  you  circled  number  3 
above),  please  go  to  question  number  43.    Otherwise,  please  answer 
question  42,  also. 

42.  Which  of  the  following  statements  best  applies  to  your  trips  for 
hunting  big  game  (circle  number)? 

1  I  simply  head  out  when  ready. 

2  I  get  permission  if  I  see  the  land  owner  (or  leaseholder)  in 
the  area  where  I  am  going  to  hunt,  just  before  I  go  in. 

3  I  plan  the  hunt  well  ahead  of  time  and  obtain  landowner 
permission,  when  necessary,  beforehand. 


THE  FINAL  QUESTION  WILL  PROVIDE  INFORMATION  TO  HELP  US  INTERPRET  YOUR 
RESPONSES. 

43.  Please  indicate  your  present  age,  in  years  (write  in  space  provided). 

  YEARS 

44.  Is  there  anything  else  you  would  like  to  tell  us  that  might  help 
improve  your  future  hunts  for  big  game  in  Alberta?    If  so,  please  write 
in  the  space  provided.  


THANK  YOU.    PLEASE  RETURN  YOUR  COMPLETED  QUESTIONNAIRE  TODAY.  USING  THE 
RETURN  ENVELOPE  PROVIDED.    Please  fit  the  questionnaire  booklet  in  the 
envelope  by  folding  the  booklet  over  once  (in  half).    In  the  event  that  the 
pre-addressed  envelope  has  been  lost,  please  mail  the  questionnaire  to  the 
following  address: 


Alberta  Fish  and  Wildlife  Division 

Attention:    Arlen  Todd 

7th  Floor,  O.S.  Longman  Building 

6909  -  116  Street 

Edmonton,  Alberta    T6H  4P2 


IF  YOU  WOULD  LIKE  TO  RECEIVE  A  SUMMARY  OF  THE  SURVEY  RESULTS,  PLEASE  PRINT 
YOUR  NAME  AND  MAILING  ADDRESS  ON  THE  BACK  OF  THE  RETURN  ENVELOPE  (NOI  ON 
THE  QUESTIONNAIRE  ITSELF)  AND  PRINT  "YES"  ON  THE  FRONT  COVER  OF  THE 
QUESTIONNAIRE  BOOKLET,  IN  THE  LOWER  RIGHT-HAND  CORNER.    WE  WILL  SEE  THAT 
YOU  GET  THE  SUMMARY. 


I 

I 

I 


